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REMARKS 

Initially, Applicants would like to express their appreciation to the 
Examiner for the detailed Official Action provided on April 20, 2005 and the 
acknowledgement of Applicants' Information Disclosure Statements filed 
February 10, 2005 by return of the Form PTO-1449 that was submitted therewith. 
Applicants also acknowledge with appreciation the acknowledgement of 
Applicants' Claim of Priority and receipt of the certified copy of the priority 
document. Further, Applicants acknowledge with appreciation the indication that 
claims 2-6 and 10-12 would be allowable if rewritten independent form including 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Applicants also note that a second Form PTO-1449 bearing a U.S. PTO 
mailroom stamp dated November 14, 2003, the application No. and filing date of 
the present application, but a different first named inventor than that of the 
present application. Furthermore, applicants' representative has viewed the 
Information Disclosure Statement filed November 14, 2003 on PAIR, and 
although the documents filed have the application No. and filing date of the 
present application, the first named inventor, Title of the invention, and attorneys 
are not the same as for the present application. Accordingly, applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner remove the second Information Disclosure 
Statement filed November 14, 2003, which lists "Philip F. Acker" as the inventor, 
from the file of the present application as being erroneously filed in the present 
application, and inform the applicants of such removal in the next Official Action. 
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Upon entry of the above amendments, claims 1, 9, 11 and 14 will have 
been amended, and claims 2 and 10 will have been canceled. Thus, claims 1, 2- 
9, and 10-15 are currently pending. Further, Applicants note that claims 1 and 9 
have been amended to incorporate respectively with all features recited in claims 
2 and 10 that contain allowable subject matter indicated by the Examiner, without 
acquiescing as to the propriety of the rejection. Additionally, claim 1 1 has been 
amended to depend from claim 9, and claim 14 has been amended to correct a 
minor typographical error. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the outstanding 
rejections, and allowance of all the claims pending in the present application. 

On page 2 of the Official Action, claims 1, 7-9, and 13-15 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over UEDA et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,753,665) in view of CARTER et al. (U.S. Patent No.3,149,547) and REDLICH 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,642,547). 

Initially, Applicants respectfully submit that the allowable subject matter of 
claims 2 and 10 have been incorporated into independent claims 1 and 9. Thus, 
the rejections of claims 1, 7-9, and 13-15 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are believed to 
be no longer appropriate, and withdrawal thereof is respectfully requested, along 
with an early indication of the allowance thereof. 

Applicants further submit that dependent claims 3-8 and 11-15 are at least 
patentable due to their respective dependencies from claims 1 or 9 for the 
reasons noted above. 
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As mentioned above, the rejections claims 1, 7-9, and 13-15 are no longer 
proper, therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal 
of the rejections, and an early indication of the allowance of these claims. 

Comments on Reasons for Allowability 

In regard to the Examiner's indication of allowable subject matter in claims 
2-6 and 10-12 of the Official Action, Applicants do not disagree with the 
Examiner's indication that features of these claims are neither shown nor 
suggested by the prior art of record. However, Applicants wish to make clear 
that the claims in the present application recite a combination of features, and 
that the patentability of these claims is also based on the totality of the features 
recited therein, which define over the prior art. Thus, the reasons for allowance 
should not be limited to those mentioned by the Examiner. 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. The Applicants therefore 
respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently 
outstanding rejections. It is believed that a full and complete response has been 
made to the outstanding Office Action, and as such, the present application is in 
condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and favorable consideration of this 
amendment is respectfully requested. 
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Any amendments to the claims which have been made in this amendment, 
and which have not been specifically noted to overcome a rejection based upon 
the prior art, should be considered to be for a purpose unrelated to patentability, 



and no estoppel should be deemed to attach thereto. 



Should the Examiner have any questions, the Examiner is invited to 
contact the undersigned at the below-listed telephone number. 



July 20, 2005 

GREENBLUM & BERNSTEIN, P.L.C. 
1950 Roland Clarke Place 
Reston, VA 20191 
(703) 716-1191 



Respectfully Submitted 
Jae-Mo LEE et al. 




Reg. No. 29,027 
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